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There was no objection. 

f 

ADMINISTRATION FAILURES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. GOHMERT. Thank you, Mr. 
Speaker. 

I certainly appreciate and agree with 
the gentleman’s concerns about the 
failure of the administration to secure 
the border. We are quite aware that the 
border did not get as secure as we 
would have hoped under the prior ad-
ministration, but there is no excuse for 
not getting it done now, and especially 
when the claim is made that we’ll se-
cure the border when you basically 
give amnesty to people that were al-
ready here. That’s like putting the cart 
in front of the horse as the cart is 
going off the cliff. It’s a problem. 

There are other problems, Mr. Speak-
er, as you’ve surely noted with regard 
to this administration. An article that 
came out today, May 17, from The 
Daily Caller points out that the home-
land security guidelines advised def-
erence to pro-sharia Muslim suprema-
cists. 

Of course, Mr. Speaker, we are famil-
iar with the fact that Homeland Secu-
rity has had reports warning their em-
ployees about the dangers of people 
that may be involved in such heinous 
activity as being classified as evan-
gelical Christians, or as being con-
cerned about the Constitution and that 
people should be following the Con-
stitution, and concerned about people 
who may have Tea Party in their 
name. 

Thank goodness the IRS was not 
around to help the Founders when they 
founded the country or otherwise they 
probably would have shot the Boston 
Tea Party participants. They would 
have killed off over half of the signers 
of the Declaration of Independence, and 
this country would have never gotten 
started, if this Homeland Security 
would have been around to be helpful, 
so called, to our Founders. 

But in looking at the guidelines, this 
article says: 

The Department of Homeland Security, 
which under Janet Napolitano has shown a 
keen interest in monitoring and warning 
about outspoken conservatives, takes a very 
different approach in monitoring political 
Islamists, according to a 2011 memo on pro-
tecting the free speech rights of pro-sharia 
Muslim supremacists. In a checklist ob-
tained by The Daily Caller titled, ‘‘Coun-
tering Violent Extremism, Dos and Don’ts,’’ 
the DHS Office of Civil Rights and Civil Lib-
erties notifies local and national law en-
forcement officials that it is Obama adminis-
tration policy to consider specifically Is-
lamic criticism of the American system of 
government legitimate. 

I must insert parenthetically, it is so 
interesting that people who believe the 
Constitution means exactly what it 
says are deemed by our Secretary 
Napolitano and her Homeland Security 

as being threats to the country because 
they believe what the Founders did. 
How dare they. 
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And someone who believes the teach-
ings of Jesus Christ is somehow to be 
feared—wow—because they may go 
into all the world baptizing them, mak-
ing disciples. They may end up being 
like Mother Teresa and helping the 
poor and needy. They may actually do 
things without the government telling 
them they can do that, like Mother Te-
resa, just going in and helping. 

Well, you’ve got to watch those evan-
gelical Christians, if they are true 
Christians, if you’re part of this Janet 
Napolitano Homeland Security Office. 

The article points out this policy 
stands in stark contrast to the DHS Of-
fice of Intelligence and Analysis 2009 
memo: ‘‘Right wing extremism, current 
economic and political climate fueling 
resurgence in radicalization and re-
cruitment,’’ which warned of the dan-
gers posed by pro-life advocates, critics 
of same-sex marriage, and groups con-
cerned with abiding by the U.S. Con-
stitution, among others. 

The advice of the do’s and don’ts list 
is far more conciliatory. Don’t use 
training that equates radical thought, 
religious expression, freedom to pro-
test, or other constitutionally pro-
tected activity, including disliking the 
U.S. Government without being vio-
lent, the manual’s authors write in a 
section on training being sensitive to 
constitutional values. 

The manual, which was produced by 
an interagency working group from 
DHS and the National Counterterror-
ism Center advises: 

Trainers who equate the desire for shari’a 
law with criminal activity violate basic te-
nets of the First Amendment. 

And that is interesting. And it goes 
back to my point about how problem-
atic it must have been for an FBI 
who’ve had their lexicon purged, where 
they can’t really talk effectively about 
jihad because that might offend some-
one, even though it is critically impor-
tant to know what someone believes 
about jihad. 

Does an individual believe, as an 
Islamist, that jihad is just the internal 
changing of one’s self into being more 
Islamic? 

Or is jihad actually a violent jihad 
that, as the 9/11 bombers and killer be-
lieved, you kill as many innocent peo-
ple, especially Americans, especially 
Jews, as you possibly can. 

But this administration is concerned 
that to ask about jihad may certainly 
offend someone. And it was intriguing 
to inquire of our Attorney General, the 
highest law enforcement officer in the 
country, about just what the FBI did 
ask of Tamerlan Tsarnaev. 

What did they find out that he be-
lieved about jihad? 

What did they find out that he sup-
ported in the way of jihad? 

What favorite authors did he have 
about jihad? 

And the Attorney General didn’t 
seem to know, but by the end of his 
testimony, he says, I don’t—obviously 
I’ve said something untrue because, all 
of a sudden, now, even though he testi-
fied he didn’t know what they really 
asked, all of a sudden, apparently he 
felt like he did know. 

But here’s the interesting chart to 
which the article was referring, very 
interesting. It’s from the U.S. Depart-
ment of Homeland Security Office for 
Civil Rights and Civil Liberties. And it 
is important to know, we call it coun-
tering violent extremism, just as Ms. 
Napolitano calls not countering ter-
rorism, she had this set up as the Coun-
tering Violent Extremism Working 
Group, even though she couldn’t pre-
viously answer my question as to how 
many members of the Muslim Brother-
hood were part of her Homeland Secu-
rity Countering Violent Extremism 
Working Group, or even her Homeland 
Security Advisory Group. 

And I found it interesting that a pub-
lication in Egypt knows more about 
the Muslim Brotherhood members of 
this administration than our own 
Homeland Security Secretary knows. 
She didn’t even know, when I asked her 
at a prior hearing, that there was a 
known member of a known terrorist 
group that had been allowed to go in 
the White House. But she did find out 
before she went before the Senate so 
she could say, oh, we vetted him three 
times. Well, yeah, probably about the 
way the FBI vetted Tamerlan and said, 
oh, there’s nothing to see. We’ll just 
move on here, which left him able to 
plot and plan to kill people, innocent 
people, men, women and children in 
Boston. 

But it’s interesting. When you look 
here, it says talking about the things 
you should not do, don’t use training 
with a political agenda. This is not the 
time to try to persuade audiences, for 
example, on views about the Israeli- 
Palestinian conflict, reformation with-
in Islam, or the proper role of Islam in 
majority Muslim nations. 

Don’t use trainers who answer pri-
marily to interest groups. For example, 
trainers who are self-professed Muslim 
reformers may further an interest 
group agenda instead of delivering gen-
erally accepted, unbiased information. 

Very interesting, you know, because 
if you can’t inquire about what people 
truly believe about jihad, about radical 
Islam, about killing infidels, if you 
really can’t get into the weeds on this 
thing, then how in the world do our of-
ficers know which Muslims will be good 
to have training and which ones won’t 
be good to have training our own offi-
cers? 

We do know from a couple of years 
ago when the administration stopped a 
seminar that was about to take place 
over at the CIA because there were 
some people who had spent their lives 
studying radical Islam and were classi-
fied as experts around the country, un-
less perhaps you were part of the Orga-
nization of Islamic Council, who actu-
ally came up with the term 
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‘‘Islamaphobe’’ and pays money to 
major universities to have seminars 
and courses on Islamaphobia and char-
acterize people that way so that they 
can try to scare people away from talk-
ing about radical Islam. 

But it’s interesting though, I mean, 
this is our own Homeland Security. 
This is the kind of stuff that led one of 
our intelligence agents to tell me, Con-
gressman, we are blinding our own 
ability to see the enemy that wants to 
kill and destroy us. We’re blinding our-
selves from our ability to see the peo-
ple that want to destroy us. 

And if we’d be more realistic, there 
would be people alive in Boston that 
are not. 

When the Russian Government gives 
us a heads-up and says, this guy has be-
come radicalized, that can’t be normal. 
Man, this is a big deal. You’d better 
look thoroughly into it. 

This is an outreach from the Rus-
sians. Hey, I’m not sure you realize 
just how radical this guy’s become. It 
wasn’t enough clues that he and his 
family got asylum from a country that 
they were comfortable going back to. 

Wait a minute, if they got asylum, 
how in the world would any of their 
family be comfortable going back 
there? Perhaps they didn’t need asy-
lum. 

Well, if they didn’t need asylum, why 
don’t we send them back? 

Well, no, we wouldn’t want to do 
that. Gosh, we might offend somebody 
that wants to kill us. Heaven help us if 
we were to offend somebody that wants 
to kill us. 

Don’t use training that equates rad-
ical thought, religious expression, free-
dom to protest, or other constitu-
tionally protected activity with crimi-
nal activity. One can have radical 
thoughts, ideas, including disliking the 
U.S. Government, without being vio-
lent. For example, trainers who equate 
the desire for shari’a law with criminal 
activity violate basic tenets of the 
First Amendment. 

Well, I would submit to whoever put 
together this chart, those who want to 
do away with our Constitution and, in-
stead, impose shari’a law on all Ameri-
cans, are acting with treasonous intent 
because you can’t want to replace our 
Constitution with shari’a law and still 
be wanting the America where every-
one has freedom to worship as they 
wish. 
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What you are wanting is the kind of 
situation that you now find in Afghani-
stan, where the last public Christian 
church had to close, or in Egypt as the 
Muslim Brotherhood has taken over 
and Coptic Christians have been per-
secuted mercilessly, or in Iraq where 
you have radical Islamists in charge 
who find it is a crime to believe that 
Jesus is a savior, a crime worthy of 
going to prison. They believe sharia 
law is the law of the land in those 
countries. So anybody that wants to 
replace our Constitution with sharia 

law should be looked at by our Home-
land Security as being a threat, and 
any plots or plans to replace our Con-
stitution with sharia law should be 
looked on very carefully and not be 
given a pat on the back or invited in to 
give advice to the White House on 
speeches or to give advice on how to 
train our intelligence agents or to give 
advice on how to train FBI and Home-
land Security agents. But this is ex-
actly what this administration is 
doing. 

And when you blind our intelligence 
agencies and you blind our protectors 
who are willing to lay down their lives 
for us to be free, when you blind them 
to their ability to see the enemy, then 
people get killed, and people that want-
ed to prevent it are left with guilty 
consciences because they wonder what 
could we have done more—and it’s not 
their fault. It comes from the top of 
Homeland Security and the top of the 
Justice Department. And when it 
comes from the White House, as it did, 
to stop the seminar at the CIA, it 
comes from the very top. And the mes-
sage is clear: We don’t want to offend 
anyone who may be a radical Islamist 
because, gee, that might be bad. It’s 
okay to offend evangelical Christians. 
Sure, they’re the only group in Amer-
ica it’s politically correct to persecute 
now. 

It’s okay to persecute anyone who 
believes what most of humanity has for 
most of mankind and particularly the 
Founders, the signers of the Declara-
tion of Independence, those who rep-
resented each of the States at the Con-
stitutional Convention. They believed 
marriage was between a man and a 
woman. However, today, according to 
this administration, anyone who be-
lieves in that same type of traditional 
marriage is to be hated, vilified, de-
spised, persecuted and to be watched 
out for by our Homeland Security be-
cause they’re a threat, because they 
want the freedom to believe in tradi-
tional marriage that was taught in the 
Bible, the kind of marriage that Jesus 
himself attended and performed, his 
first recorded miracle. Yet those of us 
who believe in that are to be vilified. 

It’s also amazing to me—I’m not 
pushing my beliefs on anyone else, but 
it’s part of who I am as a Christian— 
there are people whose lifestyles I be-
lieve hurt them, hurt our society and 
degenerate our society. But I would 
give my life for them. As a Christian, I 
love them. I have no problem embrac-
ing them. I find it interesting that peo-
ple who have come to hate me, and 
Christians like me, they can’t under-
stand how you can disagree with a life-
style or disagree so profoundly with a 
political belief and yet love them 
through and through as an individual. I 
hope and pray some day they’ll under-
stand. 

But in the meantime, it is important 
if we’re going to allow the people in 
our Federal Government who have 
sworn their lives to protecting all 
Americans, if we’re going to allow 

them to do their job, they must be able 
to have a full, total and complete dis-
cussion on radical Islam that incor-
porates political belief from or into 
their religion and vice versa. And there 
are radical Islamists who want to de-
stroy us; therefore, you have 9/11 of 
2001, you have 9/11 of last year, you 
have 9/11 of the year before. 

We’ve got to wake up. There’s still 
time, but people have been killed need-
lessly. And this kind of stuff, this kind 
of political correctness that ends up 
making it okay through some of the 
other documents we’ve seen to go after 
evangelical Christians and to fear them 
and potentially persecute them, and as 
we’ve seen from the IRS, it’s good to 
persecute Tea Parties. People at the 
low levels didn’t make that up. They 
were encouraged, allowed to do the 
kind of things they were, otherwise it 
could not have gone as long and as 
widely as it did. But these days are 
very, very telling. Very telling. 

Now, this is a helpful comment, note, 
too, that not all Arabs are Muslims and 
not all Muslims are Arabs. Yes, for ex-
ample, there are Christian Arabs who 
are being persecuted in Egypt, in Iran, 
in Iraq, in Afghanistan and in places 
like Libya, where we helped radicals 
take over and people who just want to 
worship God are being persecuted. It is 
tragic what has happened and the 
blindness that has occurred. 

It’s embarrassing. It’s particularly 
embarrassing when I embrace family 
members who have lost loved ones in 
Benghazi or 9/11 of 2001. One family 
member told me that Secretary Clin-
ton advised them—what we now know 
is what at that time she knew very 
clearly, Benghazi was not about a 
video. She advised them, hey, we’re 
going to get the guy that made that 
video, as if that was going to give them 
some comfort. They weren’t out to kill 
someone. They weren’t out to get 
somebody. But they do want justice. 
And it turned out, the Secretary knew 
at the time she said that that it wasn’t 
about a video. It was part of confusing 
or attempting to confuse the issues and 
the mistakes that were made by this 
administration. 

So it was worth noting, though, when 
we look at the IRS and the problems 
there, this article today by Labor 
Union Report Diary, May 16, yesterday, 
and it says: 

Meet the partisan union behind the par-
tisan Internal Revenue Service. 

Where do the anti-sequester, Federal Gov-
ernment workers-turned-protesters work? 
They work at the Internal Revenue Service— 
and they are unionized. 

And the article points out that: 
As the scandal involving the IRS’ tar-

geting of conservatives and Tea Party groups 
consumes the news cycle for the moment and 
Barack Obama, who, so far, has claimed ig-
norance of the targeting, has thrown a sac-
rificial lamb out to appease journalists, that 
IRS agents targeted certain small-govern-
ment, anti-tax groups should really not come 
as a surprise. 

Beginning in 2009, Democrats and unions, 
including government unions, have spent the 
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last several years demonizing Tea Party 
groups as well as other small government 
groups. 

On Thursday, despite the escalating scan-
dal, Barack Obama told reporters he did not 
see the need for a special prosecutor, saying 
‘‘probes by Congress and the Justice Depart-
ment should be able to figure out who was 
responsible for improperly targeting Tea 
Party groups when they applied for tax-ex-
empt status.’’ 
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While that may appease reporters from 
CNN and the mainstream media for the mo-
ment, one must wonder why there shouldn’t 
be a special prosecutor to look into the 
wrongdoings of an agency with such vast 
powers over the American populace. Unless, 
of course, there is a smoking gun that people 
within the administration don’t want discov-
ered. 

In December 2009, during the first term of 
his Presidency, in an effort to make the Fed-
eral Government more ‘‘union friendly,’’ 
President Obama issued Executive Order 
13522. 

In short, as noted in 2011, Executive Order 
13522 establishes ‘‘labor-management fo-
rums’’ between union bosses (who may or 
may not be Federal employees) and Federal 
agency management. 

As part of the directives under Executive 
Order 13522, agency heads are to engage 
union bosses in ‘‘pre-decisional discussions’’ 
before decisions are made—and those discus-
sions are to be secret and outside the pur-
view of the Freedom of Information Act. 

Pre-decisional discussions, by their nature, 
should be conducted confidentially among 
the parties to the discussions. This confiden-
tiality is an essential ingredient in building 
the environment of mutual trust and respect 
necessary for the honest exchange of views 
and collaboration. 

That was the position of the adminis-
tration. 

Coincidentally, among the agencies cov-
ered by Executive Order 13522 is the Internal 
Revenue Service, which is part of the De-
partment of the Treasury, and whose agency 
employees are represented by the National 
Treasury Employees Union. 

The fact that, under Executive Order 13522, 
Federal agencies are being co-managed by 
union bosses and it appears that the per-
petrators of the IRS scandal are likely to be 
members of the IRS union makes one wonder 
how coordinated the attacks were—espe-
cially as four of the alleged perpetrators are 
claiming their bosses made them do it. 

More importantly, if their bosses made 
them engage in potentially illegal activities, 
why didn’t they go to their union to file a 
grievance? 

Well, apparently, under the Presi-
dent’s Executive Order 13522, the union 
bosses and the agency heads are 
complicit in making these decisions, 
and making them secretly and pri-
vately while part of the most trans-
parent administration in history—we 
were told it was going to be. The union 
bosses and the agency heads making 
decisions secretly beyond anything 
that anybody in America can get with 
a Freedom of Information Act request 
is just outrageous. 

We need the transparency. And espe-
cially now that we know the most pow-
erful, the most feared agency in Amer-
ica—the IRS—is being co-managed by 
union bosses, it’s time to clean house. 
It’s time to get back to smaller govern-

ment, less intrusive government, and 
government that is truly of, by, and for 
the people. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOHO). 

IMMIGRATION REFORM 
Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I’d like to 

thank the gentleman from Texas for 
yielding. 

I’d like to address the floor on why 
we need immigration reform. 

Washington has failed to lead on this 
issue for the last 30 years, and it has 
weakened American security and 
stressed our economy. 

America deserves better. It’s our 
duty and it’s our responsibility to ad-
dress this issue for the health, for the 
strength, and for the security of our 
Nation. 

As the immigration debates come 
forward, our goals should not focus on 
what is best for this group or what is 
best for that group, or cater to this in-
dustry or cater to that industry. If we 
do that, we lose sight and we miss the 
mark on what really the focus should 
be on, and that is, what’s best for 
America. If we focus on what is best for 
America and do what is best for Amer-
ica, then America wins. And if America 
wins, we all win, regardless of where 
you come from. 

The real issue is to preserve the op-
portunity that if we nurture it and put 
forth that effort, it will grow into the 
American Dream. Isn’t the American 
Dream what this is all about? The 
American Dream defines who we are as 
Americans. It is the very essence of 
what it means to be an American. It 
says that no matter where you come 
from or what your background is, if 
you’re willing to work within the con-
fines of the law and do that four-letter 
word called ‘‘work,’’ you can achieve 
the American Dream. 

The very issue that we’re struggling 
with is the preservation of the Amer-
ican Dream and the opportunity in this 
country. If we lose that, we lose what 
America stands for. And that’s what 
sets America apart from all other 
countries, it’s the ability to achieve 
the American Dream. 

As we move forward, let’s keep in 
mind that if we do what’s right for 
America, we will remain that shining 
city on the hill that Ronald Reagan 
talked so eloquently about, that bea-
con of hope of what free men and 
women can accomplish in a society 
that protects our God-given rights with 
a Constitution that protects that. If we 
do that, we can guarantee that Amer-
ica will stay strong. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. CUMMINGS (at the request of Ms. 

PELOSI) for today on account of district 
work. 

Mrs. KIRKPATRICK (at the request of 
Ms. PELOSI) for today on account of 
daughter’s college graduation. 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia (at the request 
of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. YOHO. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 46 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Monday, May 20, 
2013, at noon for morning-hour debate. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
access to classified information: 

Robert B. Aderholt, Rodney Alexander, 
Justin Amash, Mark E. Amodei, Robert E. 
Andrews, Michele Bachmann, Spencer Bach-
us, Ron Barber, Lou Barletta, Garland 
‘‘Andy’’ Barr, John Barrow, Joe Barton, 
Karen Bass, Joyce Beatty, Xavier Becerra, 
Dan Benishek, Kerry L. Bentivolio, Ami 
Bera, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, Sanford 
D. Bishop, Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, Diane 
Black, Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, 
John A. Boehner, Suzanne Bonamici, Jo Bon-
ner, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Charles W. Bou-
stany, Jr., Kevin Brady, Robert A. Brady, 
Bruce L. Braley, Jim Bridenstine, Mo 
Brooks, Susan W. Brooks, Paul C. Broun, 
Corrine Brown, Julia Brownley, Vern 
Buchanan, Larry Bucshon, Michael C. Bur-
gess, Cherie Bustos, G. K. Butterfield, Ken 
Calvert, Dave Camp, John Campbell, Eric 
Cantor, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois Capps, 
Michael E. Capuano, Tony Cárdenas, John C. 
Carney, Jr., André Carson, John R. Carter, 
Matt Cartwright, Bill Cassidy, Kathy Castor, 
Joaquin Castro, Steve Chabot, Jason 
Chaffetz, Donna M. Christensen, Judy Chu, 
David N. Cicilline, Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. 
Lacy Clay, Emanuel Cleaver, James E. Cly-
burn, Howard Coble, Mike Coffman, Steve 
Cohen, Tom Cole, Chris Collins, Doug Col-
lins, K. Michael Conaway, Gerald E. Con-
nolly, John Conyers, Jr., Paul Cook, Jim 
Cooper, Jim Costa, Tom Cotton, Joe Court-
ney, Kevin Camer, Eric A. ‘‘Rick’’ Crawford, 
Ander Crenshaw, Joseph Crowley, Henry 
Cuellar, John Abney Culberson, Elijah E. 
Cummings, Steve Daines, Danny K. Davis, 
Rodney Davis, Susan A. Davis, Peter A. 
DeFazio, Diana DeGette, John K. Delaney, 
Rosa L. DeLauro, Suzan K. DelBene, Jeff 
Denham, Charles W. Dent, Ron DeSantis, 
Scott DesJarlais, Theodore E. Deutch, Mario 
Diaz-Balart, John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, 
Michael F. Doyle, Tammy Duckworth, Sean 
P. Duffy, Jeff Duncan, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Donna F. Edwards, Keith Ellison, Renee L. 
Ellmers, Jo Ann Emerson*, Eliot L. Engel, 
William L. Enyart, Anna G. Eshoo, Elizabeth 
H. Esty, Eni F.H. Faleomavaega, Blake 
Farenthold, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Ste-
phen Lee Fincher, Michael G. Fitzpatrick, 
Charles J. ‘‘Chuck’’ Fleischmann, John 
Fleming, Bill Flores, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff 
Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx, Lois 
Frankel, Trent Franks, Rodney P. Freling-
huysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Tulsi Gabbard, 
Pete P. Gallego, John Garamendi, Joe Gar-
cia, Cory Gardner, Scott Garrett, Jim Ger-
lach, Bob Gibbs, Christopher P. Gibson, Phil 
Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, Bob Goodlatte, 
Paul A. Gosar, Trey Gowdy, Kay Granger, 
Sam Graves, Tom Graves, Alan Grayson, Al 
Green, Gene Green, Tim Griffin, H. Morgan 
Griffith, Raúl M. Grijalva, Michael G. 
Grimm, Brett Guthrie, Luis V. Gutierrez, 
Janice Hahn, Ralph M. Hall, Colleen W. 
Hanabusa, Richard L. Hanna, Gregg Harper, 
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